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DETAILED ACTION 

1. This action is responsive to communications: Amendment and Request for 
Reconsideration filed on 4/15/03. 

2. Claims 1-19 are pending in the case. Claims 1 ? 7, and 16 are independent claims. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

4. Claim 7 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by van Hoff (USPN 
5,822,539 - filed on 12/1995). 

Regarding independent claim 7, van Hoff discloses: 

A scalable method of presenting an annotation associated with a content source, the method 
comprising: 

sending a document identifier for a content source to a tier I server, said tier I sever being 
part of a multiple tier annotation server system that also includes a tier II server (van Hoff on col. 

5. lines 1-32 and col. 6, lines 34-57, see figure 2: teaches annotation with a unique identifier to 
retrieve requesting document; annotations are retrieved from an annotation proxy (tier server I) 
and document retrieved from a web server (tier server II)); and 
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receiving a first response from the tier I server, said first response comprising an 
indication of whether an annotation is associated with the document identifier and, if an 
annotation is associated with the document identifier, a reference to said tier II server, said tier II 
server maintaining additional information regarding the annotation associated with the document 
identifier (van Hoff on col. 5, lines 1-32, col. 6, lines 34-57 and lines 65-67, see figure 2: teaches 
the annotation proxy server (tier I) receives the client requests, each annotations are uniquely 
identified to be associated with requesting document which can be located and retrieved from a 
web server (tier server II); each document is identifiable by a unique document identifier to 
identify document stored in server 104; the proxy server applies the identified annotation 
directory to the received document to add annotation). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

6. Claims 1-6 and 8-19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
van Hoff (USPN 5,822,539 - filed on 12/1995) in view of Van Der Meer (USPN 6,289,362 Bl 
- filed on 9/1998). 

Regarding independent claim 1, van Hoff discloses: 

A scalable method of associating an annotation with a content source, the method comprising: 
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representing an annotation having a plurality of properties wherein one of the plurality of 
properties is a document identifier property (van Hoff on col. 5, lines 1-32: teaches annotation 
having a unique identifier); 

associating the annotation with a content source using the document identifier property 
wherein the document identifier property identifies the content source with which the annotation 
is associated (van Hoff on col. 5, lines 1-32 and col. 6, lines 34-57, see figure 2: teaches 
associating annotation with requesting document; annotations are retrieved from an annotation 
proxy server); 

storing the annotation on at least an annotation server of a multiple tier hierarchical 
annotation server system wherein each higher tier server includes more annotation information 
than lower tier servers (van Hoff on col. 3, lines 4-21, col. 6, line 65 - col. 7, line 1, and col. 8, 
line 64 - col. 9 5 line 2, see figure 2: teaches annotations stored in the annotation proxy server; 
wherein the documents associated with stored annotations are stored in the web server to be 
retrieved. In figure 2, shows the multiple tier network system comprising the web client 102, 
annotation proxy server 1 18, 1 19, and web servers 104a, 104b, and 104c; not shown but 
discloses on col. 5, lines 24-26, the requested document and any cross-referenced document can 
be on the same or different servers 104, at any web sites anywhere). 

However, van Hoff does not explicitly disclose, "annotation as an object". 

Van Der Meer on col. 2, lines 44-52: teaches object including annotation. 

It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention . 
was made to have modified Van Der Meer into van Hoff to provide an object including 
annotation incorporated to the annotation associated with a document and retrieved from a server 
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which will advantageously enable the content provider (server) to maintain a control of objects 

(annotations) displayed to the user. 

Regarding dependent claim 2, Van Der Meer discloses: 

wherein the act of representing the annotation as an object having a plurality of properties 
further comprises defining generic properties of the annotation (Van Der Meer on col. 1 1, lines 
25-32: teaches define annotation e.g. link data, expiration data, etc.). 

It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to have modified Van Der Meer into van Hoff to provide an object including 
annotation incorporated to the annotation associated with a document and retrieved from a server 
which will advantageously enable the content provider (server) to maintain a control of objects 
(annotations) displayed to the user. 
Regarding dependent claim 3, Van Der Meer discloses: 

wherein the generic properties are selected from the group consisting of type, content, 
author name, creation time, modify time, time to-live, document identifier, index and parent 
identifier (Van Der Meer on col. 1 1, lines 25-32: teaches define annotation e.g. link data, 
expiration data, etc., (which may include creation time, modify time, etc.)). 

It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to have modified Van Der Meer into van Hoff to provide an object including 
annotation incorporated to the annotation associated with a document and retrieved from a server 
which will advantageously enable the content provider (server) to maintain a control of objects 
(annotations) displayed to the user. 
Regarding dependent claim 4, Van Der Meer discloses: 
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wherein the type property of the annotation is selected from the group consisting of: a text 
file, a threaded message, an audio file, a video file, a calendar file, and a chat (Van Der Meer on 
4, lines 37-60: teaches objects as cartoon characters, company advertisements, etc.). 

It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to have modified Van Der Meer into van Hoff to provide an object including 
annotation incorporated to the annotation associated with a document and retrieved from a server 
which will advantageously enable the content provider (server) to maintain a control of objects 
(annotations) displayed to the user. 
Regarding dependent claim 5, van Hoff discloses: 

wherein the act of representing the annotation as a object having a plurality of properties 
further comprises define one or more type specific properties unique to the type property of the 
annotation (van Hoff on col. 5, lines 1-32: teaches annotations having a unique identifiers) and 
(Van Der Meer on col. 1 1, lines 25-32: teaches define annotation e.g. link data, expiration data, 
etc. (different types of properties). 

It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to have modified Van Der Meer into van Hoff to provide an object including 
annotation incorporated to the annotation associated with a document and retrieved from a server 
which will advantageously enable the content provider (server) to maintain a control of objects 
(annotations) displayed to the user. 
Regarding dependent claim 6, van Hoff discloses: 
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wherein the document identifier is selected from the group consisting of: a file name, a 
directory path, and a uniform resource locator (van Hoff on col. 2, lines 1-26: teaches unique 
identifier as an URL). 

Regarding dependent claims 8 and 9, van Hoff discloses: 

displaying the first response in a manner that is non-intrusive or intrusive to the content 
source (van Hoff on col. 3, lines 17-21: teaches annotation proxy server similar to a firewall 
proxy (to filter non-intrusive or intrusive requested documents)). 
Regarding dependent claim 10, van Hoff discloses: 

sending a request to the tier II server for additional information regarding the annotation 
associated with the content source; and receiving a second response from the tier II server, said 
second response comprising at least property of the annotation (van Hoff on col. 5, lines 1-32 
and col. 6, lines 34-57, see figure 2: teaches the web server (tier II server) containing requested 
documents or other information to be associated with annotations retrieved from an annotation 
proxy server), providing the annotation associated with the document identifier (van Hoff on col. 
5, lines 1-32, col. 6, lines 34-57 and lines 65-67, see figure 2: teaches each document is 
identifiable by a unique document identifier to identify document stored in server 104; the proxy 
server applies the identified annotation directory to the received document to add annotation, in 
other words, the annotation is associated with the document based on its unique document 
identifier). 

However, van Hoff does not explicitly disclose, "reference to a tier III server". 
Van Der Meer on col. 4, lines 37-60: teaches a presentation context server (not shown in 
figure 1) (as tier III server) in communication with the diary server (tier II sever). 
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It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have modified Van Der Meer into van Hoff to provide a presentation 
context server (not shown in figure 1) (as tier III server) incorporated as a different type of server 
in communication with the web server (tier II) containing documents and other information to be 
associated with annotations which will enhance the presentation of data by controlling the data 
displayed to the user. 

Regarding dependent claims 11 and 12, van Hoff discloses: 

further comprising displaying the at least one property of the annotation in a manner that is 
non-intrusive or intrusive to the content source (van Hoff on col. 3, lines 17-21 : teaches 
annotation proxy server similar to a firewall proxy (to filter non-intrusive or intrusive requested 
documents)). 

Regarding dependent claim 13, Van Der Meer discloses: 

sending to the tier III server an annotation identifier for the annotation associated with 
the content source; and receiving a third response from the tier III server, wherein the third 
response comprises a body for the annotation identified by the annotation identifier annotation 
(Van Der Meer on col. 4, lines 9-60: teaches a presentation context server (not shown in figure 1) 
(as tier III server) in communication with the diary server (tier II sever) to retrieve template 
associated with the object including annotation). 

It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have modified Van Der Meer into van Hoff to provide a presentation 
context server (not shown in figure 1) (as tier III server) incorporated as a different type of server 
in communication with the web server (tier II) containing documents and other information to be 
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associated with annotations which will enhance the presentation of data by controlling the data 
displayed to the user. 

Regarding dependent claims 14 and 15, van Hoff discloses: 

further comprising displaying the body for the annotation identified by the annotation 
identifier in a manner that is non-intrusive or intrusive to the content source (van Hoff on col. 3, 
lines 17-21: teaches annotation proxy server similar to a firewall proxy (to filter non-intrusive or 
intrusive requested documents)). 

Regarding claims 16-19, the limitations of claims 16-19 are a computer readable medium for 
processing the method of claims 1-6 and 8-15 and are rejected under the same rationale. 

Response to Arguments 

7. Applicant's arguments filed on 4/1 5/03 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

A) Regarding Applicant's remarks on page 8, page 13, and page 14, 1 st paragraph: 

van Hoff does disclose "associating the annotation with a content source using the 
document identifier property wherein the document identifier property identifies the content 
source with which the annotation is associated". Van Hoff on col. 5, lines 1-32: teaches an 
annotation directory containing annotations to be associated with identified requested document. 
Furthermore, van Hoff on .col. 7 5 lines 12-23: teaches annotation directory includes plurality of 
entries which is cross-reference to a document; each cross-reference source field identifies the 
location of the document and a match pattern field defines where annotation hyperlinks to the 
document. 
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B) Regarding Applicant's remarks on page 8: 

van Hoff does disclose "associating an annotation with a particular document using a 
document identifier". 

van Hoff on discloses a document is identifiable by a unique document identifier to 
identify document stored in server 104; the proxy server applies the identified annotation 
directory to the received document to add annotation (col. 5, lines 1-32, col. 6, lines 34-57 and 
lines 65-67, see figure 2). 

C) Regarding Applicant's remarks on page 12, 2 nd paragraph: 

Referring to claim 7, van Hoff discloses document stored on the web server 104 can be 
retrieved by the annotation proxy server to be associated with an annotation (on col. 5, lines 1 - 
32, col. 6, lines 34-57 and lines 65-67, see figure 2). Furthermore, van Hoff on col. 3, lines 4-21, 
discloses providing hypertext link annotations for documents; wherein the annotation server 
merges requested document from first server (server II) with hypertext links to document . 
containing associated supplemental information. 

D) Regarding Applicant's remarks on page 14, 3 rd paragraph: 

van Hoff discloses "multiple tier" on col. 3, lines 4-21, col. 6, line 65 - col. 7, line 1, and 
col. 8, line 64 - col. 9, line 2, see figure 2: teaches annotations stored in the annotation proxy 
server; wherein the documents associated with stored annotations are stored in the web server to 
be retrieved. In figure 2, shows the multiple tier network system comprising the web client 102, 
annotation proxy server 1 18, 1 19, and web servers 104a, 104b, and 104c; not shown but 
discloses on col. 5, lines 24-26, the requested document and any cross-referenced document can 
be on the same or different servers 104, at any web sites anywhere. 
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E) Regarding Applicant's remarks on page 14, 4 th paragraph: 

Referring to claim 5 5 Van Der Meer discloses "define one or more type specific 
properties unique to the type property of the annotation" on col. 1 1, lines 25-32: teaches define 
annotation e.g. link data, expiration data, etc. (different types of properties). 

F) Regarding Applicant's remarks on page 1 5, 4 th paragraph and page 16, 2 nd paragraph: 
van Hoff discloses "multiple tier" on col 3, lines 4-21, col. 6, line 65 - col. 7, line 1, and 

col. 8, line 64 - col. 9, line 2, see figure 2: teaches annotations stored in the annotation proxy 
server; wherein the documents associated with stored annotations are stored in the web server to 
be retrieved. In figure 2, shows the multiple tier network system comprising the web client 102, 
annotation proxy server 1 18, 1 19, and web servers 104a, 104b, and 104c. 

van Der Meer col. 4, lines 37-60 disclose templates stored on a presentation context 
server (tier III); wherein said template identifies objects; and wherein said objects include an 
annotation for controlling the object (see col. 2, lines 44-52). 

Conclusion 

8. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
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CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing 
date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Almari Romero whose telephone number is (703) 305-5945. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Mondays - Fridays (8:30am - 5:00pm). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Joseph Feild can be reached on (703) 305-9792. The fax phone numbers for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned are (703) 746-7239 for regular 
communications and (703) 746-7238 for After Final communications. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding 
should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 305-4700. 
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June 29, 2003 




